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4in Loaar nnd I celebrated ny birthday today in two differ-ait says at two 
different places. He was getting bad# abused by one of the aost antirflOlA judges 
who doesn t bother to hide his prejusiicds and, as Joe Goulden said in The Sencli- 
waroer, decides on then not evidence,, I was putting the finishing touches on the 
very rough draft of an affidavit that I think makes a clear case d actual perjury 
against two FBI agents. Jin ma pretty low when he phoned me after the hejudag but 
he picicoduup after supper and is OK. However, what this judgd is Capable of doing 
can 00 very hurtxul to FOuA and. west Jim and. 1 can do, with no resources other than 
oufselvea, may be very limited. Sometime I'd line to talk to you about this to see 
if you have any suggestions. I’ll be in touch with George Lardner, but he has his 
des. and its prejudices to live with. 

Theylve been lying under oath all along and I’ve been proving it under oath 
as fas': as thoi lied but the;/ and the judge ignored, it. So, I saw a way, with a 
net? document, of putting the fat in the fire, drifted a short affidavit, documented 
i~ ’••'ith that document, and asked Jin to file a motion to expunge all their evidence, 
akl by this professional liar, and they came back with two declarations, which 
establishes materiality, necessary for a gerjury fitosss charge. I don’t know if 
Jim believe me when I said they'd have no choice but to lie because if they didn’t 
they be admitting that tiiey had lied. They did, and they can't touch the evidence 
f 've assembled. I proven with their own records that they lied in this matter, 
where there is no question of materiality. In fact, I proved sons of it with records 
the perjurer himself provided; With his name on then yeti 

Tiie thing I was going to write you about anyway is this chapter. I'm at about 
70 now, reading it when I had a few noaents, not the bast wry. I'll read a bit nor© 
after a finish th&s, then back on afiidavits tomorrow, save for the telecast of the 
Cirioles game and. my regular walking therapy* 

1 think you have serious problems and the reason I’m writing is to suggest 
that you t ink of a slight change in what we’ve been doing. I'll annotate as I read, 
as I have bee doing, but instead of making a tape here ana sending it to you, I'd 
prefer that we tali: about tills and you tap-? it there. I think it would be better 
xi we could disease, these tilings, or so. -© cf then, lv,ca ! iee wheth sr or not you 
intended it, and I Aon*:; think you did, you’ ve teen unfair. Most cf all to . our 
work and yourself. Sometimes to people. I also think you've dram heavily on 
dubious sources without indicating there is or can 1x3 ary question about thorn. 

, A . ISiderntand I have no problem with a point of view with which I do not agree, 
his is not that. 1’ou -think what you want about the Kosenko story, but are you fair 
to yourself and your work when you entirely omit the story he told? Particularly 
because it is consistent with one of the alternative.? you suggest 

I think there is much overwriting and that the sources do not gustily it. 

-‘-nd then the things you miss. *ike the significant of Oswald’s writing to the 
CP and the SWP at the same tine. He could not be synpatliatic to both. (As even 
Liebeler said, he was an Orwellian.) 

®here arc misses where it would help you. Example, the apartment the Oswald's had 
it Holland that the Conmisaioa knew about (executive sessions) and omitted in their 
public work and disclosed files. Also such things as Oswald's report on the factory 
where he -worked. And the taps in Mexico. And Hoover's letter to Howlny about it 
and the pictures you mention. The latter meaning that on 11/23 it was known that 
the picture was not of Oswald but the Commission nanothclen. vac. told it was. 

1 can't ©stioate when I’ll be clear now because I’ve the .vo.xsula court decision 
to annotate for w in and 




ifcatevsr also there will bo in this field office case with the flrfdLeat iudfw. 

to, Ji., all, to h.,,-0 m rr. 

pj.-adon, : *s *a die j.xei.d aft ices case and will have to 30 ove- iher av; W -Va<- 
ch ops so.e more kindling in affidavits. 1 ‘ 

to example of what incredible liars these m/F3L people are: Jir. told no of 
■' answers to re when 2 noted that their search Slip for records on 
•‘-oery was a lake, a real phony. It was entirely blank. Pfc ey said now that this ^ 
cecaaeo^he is not indexed in the general indices. A knew better. So, when ny" f i»nd 
l 0- '/' 7 ^ toda 2'‘ * checked the first of sgr many Hosty subject files. And lo! 

“ vii ° b ~‘ rocoroa there ware tree© from the Salles Oswald file. With Hosty 

narkoj. xor indeidlng in all three? (So I've get a page and a half and «Hy . l Q 
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end 01 ifixat s being retyped. 



< „ + .. I L r ° aUy ff* t as b&3t a can actual perjury. If only a public- 

int^r&ii group uaat supports j?ulA could get inteestod! 



ri you didn't guess, also repetitive perjury. 



Meanwhile, A think you should third: of needing more time than ir the ros-*- 
on tills clmptor. ' ‘ 



Best to you all. 




